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I [xj is ' CH i*' 101 

f considered to be a wrillrn (minimi nlllie luicmalfomd Preliminary fostminiiig Auihoriiy. 
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|X| 8o*No.V 

j [ Box No. V| 
| [ OoxNo. VII 
[ I Con No. VIII 



I 2. This second (tfveond, etc.) opinion contains indications relating lo ihe following hems: 
Hnsisof the opinion 
Priority 

Non-fbiablishmciu of opinion wild leyuidio novelry, inventive step and industrial applitabihly 
Lack of unfly of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 6o.2<:i)fhJ with regard 10 novcliy. inventive step or industrial applicability: citation* 
and explanations supporting Such statement 

Certain documents riled 
Certain deltas in the micmniional application 
Certain observations on the inicmaiiunnt application , 
J. Hie applicant is hereby Inviiod to reply io this opinion. 

When? See the Reply Due dale indicated above. However, the Australian Patent Office will not establish Hie Report before ihe earlier of 
(i) a response Ueini* filed, or tii) one month before Ihc Final Date by which ihc international preliminary inanimation repon nuwi 
be established. The Report will lake into account any response I including amendments) filed before the Kepon is established. 
If no response is filed by I mnnib before the Flnul Dale, the imeniaiional picliniinary examination report will he established on 
the Ixixij: of thin opinion. 

Applicants wishing to have the benefit of a farther opinion fit' needed) before thu icport is established should ensure ih;ii a 
response is filed at least 3 months hefnre Ihr Final Date hy which the international preliminary examination report must h v 
established. 

How? By tiihpiiiiini* n wriiien reply, accompanied, where appropriate, hy amendments, according to Kule 

For the form anil ihe lanvtua.uc of the amendments, sec Holes M).S and tth.*j. 
AIm> Fur an additional opportunity lo stihmil amritclmcnts, sre Rule 6(».4, 

For the examiner's obligation m consider amendment* and/or arguments, we Kule nMArx 

For an informal communication wiih the examiner, .we Kith* iift.h. 
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International application No. 
IHT/SG2005/OOOI06 



Box No. I 



Basis of flic opinion 



which is ihc language of a 



J . Whli rerprd in the languuiit*, this opinion has been established mi the basis of: 
|"x] The initrmilional application id the language in which il was filed: 

A iraaslolion of ihc international application into 
tr;ias 1.11 ion furnished lor Ihc purposes of: 

| [ Mtcmaiumul search (under Rules 12.3(11) and 2.V I (h)'j 

publication ufllic international application (under Rule 1 2,4(u)) 
iuternatinnaJ preliminary examination (Rules 55.2(a) ami/or 55.3(a)) 

3. Willi regard to the elements of the inlcrnaiional application, this opinion lias been established on the basis ol* {replacement 
,v/uv/.v which have Iwn J\unixhvd to the rixcmrtg Oflkv in response m on invitation wuh r Article /«/ rtre refrrml to in this 
opinion as "or ighwllv Jik'tl. "); 

{*X] ihc imernarional application as originally 11 led/ furnished 

[~~] the dcscripiion: pages , as originally Hlcd/furnishcd 

pajics . received by this Authority on with lite letter of 

pages • received by this Authority on with the leiier of 

pa»cis f as on' finally fi led/ furnished 

pages » as amended (together with any statement) under Article 

pa^cs , received by this Authority on with the letter of 

pages , a-ceiwd hy this Auihorily on with the letter of 

pages » as ori^inully 11 led/ furnished 

pajics , received by this Authority on with the letter of 

pages , received by this Authority on with the letter of 



| j ihc claims: 



I ] the drawing: 



j j a sequence listing and/or any related utblc(s) ■ see Supplemental Box Relating lo Sequence Listing. 
3. Q The amendments have resulted in ihc cancellation of: 

| | the description, pages 

r j the. claims. No*. 

[ [ the drawings, sheets/figs 

j [ ll ic sequence I isi im» {.specify) : 

| | any tnble<^) related lo ihc sequence listing t specify): 

QJ This opinion has been established as if (.suing of) the amendments had not been made, since ihey haw been considered lo 
£0 beyond ihc disclosure as filed, as indicated in the Supplemental Box (Rule 70.2(e)). 

P^j the dcscripiion, pa^c* 

| | the. claims, Nos. 

| | tin: drawings, sheeis,'llg& 

j~] the sequence listing (specify); 

j~j any tablefs) related lo the sequence lisiing tspixify): 
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WRITTEN OPINION 01- Till: 
I NT li l< N A' J I ON A I . PRKMMINAKV KXAMININU AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
IHTASG2U05/0OQIO6 



Box No. V 



Reasoned statement under lUil? 66.2(a)(») «||h regard to novclry. ihvenl iv» step or Industrial applicability; 
citations and explanation* supporting such statement 



I , Smiemcni 



Novelty (N) 



Claims M0J4-29 



VES 



Haims 11-13 



NO 



Inventive srep (IS) 



Claims 1-J.0J4-29 



Claims 11-13 



NO 



Industrial applicability (IA) 



Claims 1-29 



YES 



Claim* 



NO 



Citulions and explanations: 
The following documents were cited in the Internniioruil Search Report: 

(q) "Automatic Extraction of the Central Symmetry (Mid-Sagittal) Plane /rum Neuroradiology Images" Yunxi 
tin el al. The Robotics Institute, Carnegie Mellon University. Pillsburgh, PA. USA, 1996. 
Retrieved on 6 May 2005, from URL; 

htt p://ww\v.r ijc mu.edu /puh Jjks jl'j) »- J >.M_y L ' 99 6_ I i u_yan i x i I 9%L I .pelf 

. (b) "Robust Midsapitral Plane lixtraclion from Normal and Pathological 3-0 Nciubradiology Images" Y»nxi Liu 
al. 1ISEIS Transactions tin Medical [ma^inji. Vol. 2(L No. 3, March 2001, Pages 175-191. 
See the whole document 

(c) WO 2003/060827 Al (KENT R 1 1)0 ft DIGITAL LADS et al) 24 July 2003 

(d) "Computation of the Mid~$agiita1 rinne in 3-D Brain fmnges" S. Prima ct al. Ihb'li Transactions on Medical 
Imaging. Vol. 21. No. 2. February 2002. Pages 122-1 3*. 

(c) WO 2004/034178 A2 (LABORATORIES FOR INFORMATION TKCHNOLOGY et al) 22 April 2004 
Nov cltv f N) and I nventive Stej) (IS): 

In your response of I February 2006 yon correctly staled that claim 1 1 defines the plurality of slices being 
generally orientated lo a sagittal plane and intimated that this feature distinguishes claims 1 1 to 13 from the cited 
prior art. I direct your attention to that disclosed in document (c) above, hi particular to page 9 lines l(> to 1 9 
wherein this document clearly discloses the images from "arbitrary scanning orientation s" for example (axial, 
coronal, or s agittal ). Page 1 1 lines 2S to 30 clearly states that the scans are slices along X, Y, Z directions. 
Clearly if scans arc nlonp all of these axes at least one set of scans wjj| be parallel lo the sagittal plane. It is 
understood thai the X direction axis is the sagiltal axis. Therefore document (c) appears to explicitly disclose the 
use of sagittal plane scan slices as ddincil in your claims 1 1 to 1 3 renderinu these claims as not novel and not 
inventive. 

Note your comments regarding the remaining citations were persuasive and hence these documents arc no longer 
raised as novelty or inventive step citations. 



Ku:m l*CK1l»t£A/40!f (Box No. Vl (Aptil 2005) 




